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Memorandum. 'Eunsinger to Walsh 
Re: SA James P. Hosty, Jr. 



'■? ttl* constitutes an admission of guilt which he did not 
^states he is aware that his supervisor made certain altera! 
• without his advice or consent, but with his knowledge. Hoi 
the final version appearing in the 12/8/63 memorandum wa 
-• corrected version which the supervisor had furnished him. 
that the action taken against him in 10/64 constitutes doubl 
based on the same situation as his disciplinary action of 12 
added to the latter letter was the statement that he made in 
before the Warren Commission. He states that he receive 
though the Bureau had a summary of his testimony prior to 
before the Commission, he had been advised by his SAC an 
his testimony was excellent, and that he was not discipline< 
five months subsequent to his testimony. He opines that th 
the Warren Commission, which made inquiry into the assai 
John F. Kennedy, to clear the FBI was the principal reasoi 
against him in 10/64. SA Hosty also states that Lee Harve 

° n M e / S€curity Index because he did not meet the criteria ii 
11/22/63, the d:de of President Kennedy’s assassination. ] 
even if Oswald had been on the Security Index, it would not 
sibility at that time to make this information known to the S 
there was no information that Oswald had made any direct t 
President. _ . . . . _ 
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make at any timer He 
ions to his answers 
'sever, be states that 
is different even than ti 
Hosty further states 
5 Jeopardy since it Is 
/63 and the only thing 
i appropriate remarks 
il this criticism even 
i the time he appeared 
d by the Director that 

I itil 10/64 which waf 
^expected failure of 
nation of President 
r the action taken 
swald was not place 
dstence as of 
Further relates that 
e been FBI respon- 
et Service since 
ats against: the - : 






8A Hosty enclose s with his letter a communication dat 
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Itemorandum Hunsinger to Walsh 
Re: SA James P. Hosty, Jr, 
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"person responsible for President Kennedy’s death. Ho sty 
~t r . convinced that be had not failed to do what was required ol 
r - V he had absolutely no reason to believe that Oswald was a p 
r dangerous in any way, and he feels that the FBI was not in 
ing this matter in spite ol the totally unjustified condusioi 
mission. -V -- s y - -- ■_ :• ...... 

“ » . ■ • i s- . ’st+L -** ■» 
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\ - - Memorandum Mr. Gale to Mr. Tolson 12/10/6$ 
and it was apprcryed by former Director Hoover that Hosty 
on probation for Inadequate investi gation of the Oswald cai 
rep orti ng, faaijc15^ter^w[TCw^ii T sj^ e on a timely 1 
Os wald^n^thti Se curity Index, and for h olding invest igation 
in receiptof ilnformaiion that subject had been in contact w 
Mexico City. The action was taken against Hosty by letter 
was net singled out ait that time and there was no indicator 
i considered responsible for the death of President Kennedy, 
a total of sixteen employees were the subjects of disciplina 
field Supervisor and four field Agents, three SACs, four F 
FBIHQ Section Chiefs, an Inspector and an Assistant Direc 
randum pointed out that all supervisors and officials who c 
this case at FBIHQ as well as Agents in the field were unai 
max Oswald did not meet the criteria for the Security Index 
,\ ae opinion, however, that he did meet the criteria and Mr, 
menl with Mr,, Gale. In Mr. Gale’s memorandum, he list* 
believed Oswald qualified under category (C) of the criteria 
tion has developed information that an individual, though nc 
IS?*# 111 ^ttvities of a subversive organization, has ana 
reliefs and is likely to seize upon the opportunity of a * nai 
endanger the public safety as shown by overt acts or staten 
years * €l stab! i shed through reliable sources, informa 
R should be netted that the action taken against Hosty was nc 
failure to include Oswald on the Security Index, but on his c 
aling of the investigation as determined by the Inspector an< 
Mr. Hoover. • 
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\ 222 2 ^ p * Sullivan to Mr. Belmont memorandum 9/29/1 

me Security Index criteria which was adopted in 4/55 and w 
r* ■ ” * President’s assassination, It points out the pro 
to delude a subject on the Index, that Oswald should have b 
_ tccorcLng to Mi 1 . Gale and Mr. Hoover, and that administrs 
.* Hoover hereon "and now that the Bureau 
P^lidy, I Intend to take additional administrative action *» 
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states be lls f Irmly 
' him in any way and th. 
otential assassin or . 
any way at fault regar 
is of the Warren Com* 
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(attached) recommende 
be censured iind placet 
«, in^luding"delayed 
>asis,-failure’to place 
in abey ance afierbeinj 
Ith the Soviet Embassy, 
12/13/6$. SA Hosty 
i that he was in any way 
. In addition to Hosty, 
ry action including one 
BIHQ Supervisors, two 
tor. Mr. Gale’s memc 
ime into contact with 
ilmously of the opinion 
. Inspector Gale was c 
, Hoover was in agree- 
i eight reasons he 
t which states "investig 
t a member of or parti 
rchist or revolutionary 
ional emergency to ^ 
lents within the last 
nts, or individuals. ** 
k based merely on 
rverall inadequate haprf 
1 approved by 

■ ^ ^ Tc •— 2 ‘ * 

.'V i . - l _ 

- t - 1 .- ----- >r - • 

i4 (attached) sets forth 
as in existence at the 
cedures to be followed 
;en placed on the Index 
five action has been 
has been debunked 
This comment refers 
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Memorandum’ Eunsinger to Walsh 
Re: SA James P. Hosty, J,. . . 



Chapter Eight of the Warren Commission "tears us to pie< 
random advises that the Commission has now set forth in 
some of the same glaring weaknesses for which we previo 
personnel, such as lack of vigorous investigation after we 
Oswaid visited the Soviet Embassy in Mexico. He states t 

f^ 1 I T 5 riti ^ lze3 Agen * Host y ^or not making more vigorous 
Interview Oswald regarding unresolved matters and "Insm 

18 valld ‘ " Inspector Gale also stated that "it is j 
at tais time to consider further administrative action agaii 
culpable for the derelictions in this case which have now h 
embarrassing the Bureau. ** - - 

' . Inspector Gale recommended that Hosty be censu 
and suspended for 30 days for his derelictions, ft is noted 
previously ordered transfer to a nonpreference office for I 

ferred to Kansas City by letter dated 9/28/64. Again it ii 

was not singled out for disciplinary action and that seven o 
been disciplined for the same offense were again the sublet 
action. Hosty s field Supervisor and two FBIHQ Superviso 
xerred along with severe administrative action. In additioi 

^^ Ctor *J UKi a * Assistant to the Director, who were not j 
in this matter, received administrative action on this occa 



k 10/64 including his 
to the press, numero 
ere received at the 
In this regard,-^ ? ’ 
>over, stated he real 
at he not work in tbs 
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Memorandum 'Hunsinger to Walfh 
Re: SA James P. Ho sty, Jr, ; 
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"^Dallas area. Communications prot sting the disciplinary action taken' against 
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• x- Hosty were answered by Mr. Hoorer with the statement that 
y t \' m poo and I feel SLbout the matter, the fact is that Agent Hosty 
unanimous vote of the Presidential Commission. Naturally, 
~ v such a report. " 
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was criticized! by the 
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bi SA Hosty’# letter to Mr. Kelley, he states that the Director has #«ked 
what he thinks should be dome about this situation. Hosty states, "I believe that it 
first must be determined if I was derelict in my duty in any manner, and was .i 
responsible for President Kennedy’s death. After that it should be determined 
what damages I suffered and then we can discuss the third point - what action ^ 
should be taken." • ... ;.. ...... - • . . ’ ... -. '■■ 
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A review of this matter fails to reveal that any allegations were made 
that Hosty was responsible for President Kennedy’s death and no action was taken 
against him based on this premise. However, the entire situation was Investigated 
by Inspector Gale and reviewed by Mr. Hoover with the conclusion reached that 
Hosty had conducted inadequate investigation for which he wsls disciplined. R was 
subsequently determined by Inspector Gale that Hosty’a testimony before the v* 
Warren Commission made the FBI look ridiculous and tainted our public image for 
efficiency. Based on his testimony before the Commission snd the resultant 
criticism of the FBI, Hosty was again the subject of disciplinary action which was 
approved by Mr. Hoover. Although this did, in effect, constitute double jeopardy, 
it was not considered an adverse action under .the Veterans’ Preference Act which 
requires 30-day notice if an employee is to be\ol untar 11 y separated, reduced in 



rank, or compensation, or suspended for more than 30 days 
would have a right of appeal to the CSC. 
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aspects of the Invest!* 



Sin ce Hosty was determined to be derelict in some 

gation of Lee Harvey Oswald by the then Director Mr. Hoover, it is not felt that 
any change in the action is warranted. Even though the action taken may have been 
severe for the offense, it is not felt that this can be rectified at this time, some 
nine years after It occurred. There is no indication that SA Hosty has suffered 
Li mages other than the 30-day suspension and a 9-month del ly in a Wlthin-Grade 
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or which actions he 
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raise which resulted from his being on probation. He has m 
ether favorable administrative action because of the prior dii 
against him, and there is no indication that the Bureau has l 
would look unfavorably upon administrative advancement for 
consistent with the needs of the Bureau, 



been held up for any 
clplinary action taken 
sen ’Viown on him" or 
losty If such would be 
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mat this matter has been reviewed and that there is no indicati 
the Bureau believed him to be responsible for the death of Pre 
that no action was taken against him based oo this. He should 
that the action taken against him was so directed by then Direc 
based on his decision that the Lee Harvey Oswald case did not 
investigative attention and that no change can be made. Howev 
advised that he should not feel that there is any stigma attache 
eligible for administrative advancement if that is his desire an 
the needs of the Bureau* * . . 

It Is noted that SA Hosty mentions In his letter that h< 
to review his field personnel file about four tmm atm ■■■■■ 



ortunlty 



no inquiries have 



... n conducted to determine lx and by whom « 

in the memorandum submitted by SA Hosty 12/6/63 as he state 
changes did not significantly alter the status of this situation a i 
against him was not based on an admission of delay by him, wfa 
falsely recorded in the memorandum 12/8/63. In view of this i 
it is believed no additional inquiry Is warranted* * 

RECOMMENDATION; (S' 

That a ^ ache<5 proposed letter to Mr. Hosty be sut 

for his mproval and transmittal. .• , 



mitted to Mr, Kelley 



PERMANENT BRIEF ATT ACHED 






